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Status of Claims 

Claims 1-22 are pending in the present application and are resubmitted for 
reconsideration. The independent claims of this application are claims 1. 12. 15, 1.6, 18,21 and 
22. 

- < t dei 35 \ Si § 1Q3 

Claims 1-H were rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over 
Gwofl (US Pub. 2003/0 1048] 4 Al), hereinafter "GwoiC in view of Leung (US Patent No, 
6,501,746), hereinafter "Lounge 

Claims 12, 15, ,16, IS, and 21-22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over Eyuboglu et al. (US Pub. 2002/0196749 Al), hereinafter "Eyuboglu" in view 
of Leung. 

Claims 13 and 14 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable 
over Eyuhogiu and Leung as applied to claim 12, and further in view of Ray et at (US Pub. 
2003/0135626 Al), hereinafter "Ray." 

Claims 1? and 19-20 were rejected under 25 U.S.C. 103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over Eyuboglu and Leung as applied to claims 16 and 18, and further in view of 
KatoetaJ (US Pub 2002/0078226 V ) hereinafter "KatoC 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections. To establish a prima facie ease of 
obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. 

First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. to modify the reference or 
to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 
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Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. The teaching or suggestion .to make the claimed combination and the reasonable 
expectation of success must both be found in the prior art and not based on applicant's 
disclosure. In re Vaeck, 94? F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Or, 1991). See MPEP § 2143- 
§2143.(53 for decisions pertinent to each of these criteria. 

Applicants submit that the cited references euhe ' - eh or in combination do 

not disclose, teach or suggest all the subject matter reeded in independent claims 1, 12, 15, 16, 
18,21 and 22, or a fortiori in any of then dependent claims. 

As correctly conceded by the Office Action, neither Gwon nor Eyugoblu disclose, teach 
or suggest "'an element comprising the storage location assigns the location of session 
information m m access terminal identifier" as recited in, e.g., independent claim 1. The 
Office Action relies upon another reference, Leung, for this subject matter. However, and 
contrary to the Examiner's assertion, what Leung only shows at Col. 5:7- 1 5 is: 

a registration reply composed by the Home Agent. The mobile node 
ID, or portion thereof, rsay be similarly transferred in the 
registration reply to pernio.: a Foreign Agent and the mobile node 
to ;uep the mobile node I'D t:o the assigned IP address. The mobile 
< ' t * <E <> oiss wit) 

a cor res pood log oode . Oho iP address ray L;o:er he da-obalocated ;:or 
use by eooeher r.obile node. * 

Leung is directed to methods for assigning an IP address to a mobile node during 
registration. After registration a table is updated with a mapping of the mobile node ID to the IP 
address. However, there is no mention in Leung of assigning the location of session information 
as an access terminal Identifier, hi Leung, both the access terminal ID and the assigned IP 
address are used in conjunction, and the IP address is not used in lieu of the access terminal ID, 
and therefore is not "assigned as an access terminal identifier". Thus. Leung does not disclose, 
le^hoivu ' ! .'* - ,-vu < f one INtuVghi 
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Therefore, Applicants submit that combining the teachings of cither Cnvon or Eyuboglu 
with the teachings of Leung would not yield the subject matter recited in independent claims 1, 
12, 15, 16, 18,21 and 22 of the present application. 

Applicants therefore submit that independent claims 1, 12, 15, 16, 18, 21 and 22 are 
patentable over Gwon in view of Leung and arc also patentable over Eyugoblu in view of Leung. 
Accordingly. re< il of their rej< respectful requested 

It is submitted that claims 2-11 are also allowable because they depend from claim 1, 
which is allowable over the cited art references based upon the above arguments, as well as- for 
the patentable subject matter recited in claims 2-1 L Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of their rejections is respectfully requested. 

It is submitted that claims 1 3 and 14 are also allowable because they depend from claim 
12, which is allowable over the cited art references based upon the above arguments, as well as 
for the patentable subject matter recited in claims 13 and 14. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of their reject ions is respectfully requested. 

It is submitted that claim 1? is also allowable because it depends from claim 16, which is 
allowable over the cited art references based upon the above arguments, as well as for the 
patentable subject matter recited in claim 17. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of its 
rejection is respectfully requested 

It is submitted that claims 19 and 20 arc also allowable because they depend from claim 
1.8, which is allowable over the cited art references based upon the above arguments, as well as 
for the patentable subject matter recked in claims 19 and 20, Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of their rejections is respectfully requested. 
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REQUEST FOR ALLOWANCE 

In view of the foregoing applicants subnu th all p 1 > s < t 01 are 

patentable. Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of this application are earnestly 

solicited. Should any issues remain unresolved, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone hie 
eiow 



Respectfully submitted. 



Dated: February 19, 2009 




franc* A. Pdacx:. Ree. No 5"A^ 
Tel (85$) 651-5802 

QUALCOMM Incorporated 
5/75 Morehouse Drive 
San Diego. California ( >212i 
Telephone: (858) 65 1 -4 i 25 
Facsimile: (858) 658-2502 



Aeornev Dockt>i No,: 



10 



